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ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
(Not approved by the Academic Senate.) 
September 24. 1986 Volume XVIII, No. 2 
Call to Order 
Chairperson -Len Schmaltz called the meeting of the Academic Senate to order 
at 7:03 p.m. in the Hallroom of the Bone Student Center. 
Seating of New Senator 
A new s ·tudent senator, Lori McClernon, was introduced. 
'. ~oll Cal~ 
S'ecretary DeLong ca,lled the roll and declared a quorum present. 
Approval of the Minutes o~ August 27, 1986 
Ms. Getsi moved approval of the Minutes of August 27, 1986 (Second, Lorber). 
Motion carried on a voice vote. 
Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Schmaltz introduced Dr. George Tuttle of the Communication Department, 
who was appointed by the Academic Senate as a representative of ISU to the 
Faculty Advisory Committee of the Illinois Board of Higher Education. Mr. 
Tuttle reported on the actions of the committee. which was made up of 
representatives from private schools, community colleges, and from each 
state institution. During the past two years the Board of Higher Education 
has taken some initiative in various areas. Two years ago they became very 
involved in the act of reform in education in the state. The way in which 
IBHE became involved was to take a stand on minimum admission standards. 
By statute they have the right to do that. Initially the position of the 
Faculty Advisory Committee was to recognize that some minimum admission 
standards were probably warranted but would be best worked out on each 
individual campus. It became clear that this was not what the Board of 
Higher Education wanted to do. They passed a set of minimum admission 
standards. The Faculty Advisory Committee as well as campuses and admin-
strations suggested problem areas such as students who would not be able 
to meet those standards and establishing some kind of provisions for them. 
Such provisional admission standards are being left to individual campuses. 
Community colleges were very concerned about this matter. More recently 
the Board has become involved in improved undergraduate instruction. 
The IBHE created a separate committee, the Blue Ribbon Committee, made up 
of some IBHE staff members, some administrative members from various campuses, 
some lay members from the public at large, some faculty representatives who . 
had been former members of the Faculty Advisory Committee. Dr. Hibbert 
Roberts from ISU served on this Blue Ribbon Committee. The committee, 
chaired by one of the IBHE board members, developed a rationale state-
ment which was an action item at the September 3, 1986 IBHE meeting. 
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A set of twenty-four recommendations were drafted that became information 
items at the September 3, 1986 IBHE meeting. They will be action items 
at the next meeting. These recommendations could be summarized in three 
categories: 1) student preparation and remediation; 2) achievement, 
scholarship, and general education; and 3) faculty and excellence in 
teaching. There is a link to program review and the budget process and 
these twenty-four recommendations. The Faculty Advisory Committee 
offered some technical direction and modifications; such as the frame of 
reference used in graduate education and research in the definition of 
sabbatical leaves. The FAC suggested that all four-year institutions be 
"encouraged" rather than mandated to establish working agreements with 
two-year institutions. The Faculty Advisory Committee became involved 
in legislation. Senate Bill 1516 concerning the oral competency of Uni-
versity professors, which was not signed by the Governor, had been opposed 
by the FAC. FAC members thought that each campus should consider their 
own solution to this issue. The IBHE has been quite concerned with 
minority faculty and support for minority students. They will continue 
these concerns. The FAC suggested that these concerns be linked to money 
to gain budget enhancements and support. 
Mr. Tuttle sought input on what the impact of Senate Bill 1624 which would 
create a state government procurement code. The University of Illinois 
was very concerned about the operating problems such a code would cause. 
Input would be needed by Wednesday, October 1. 
Mr. Watkins stated that Vice President Harden could give a detailed assess-
ment of the impact on ISU. The impact of the procurement bill as it now 
stands would be extreme. The ability' of this university to purch~se even 
simple goods and equipment would be dramatically impeded. The paperwork 
would be tremendous. The undergraduate education proposal would probably 
generate no less than ten annual reports that we do not now produce. Part 
of the reason a campus needs so many administrators is that every year 
there is an increasing number of annual reports. A total of twenty-five 
annual reports would be required. Paper work only increases. 
Mr. Harden said the Senate Bill would be a bureaucratic nightmare. The 
University would have to bid every item $5,000 and up. We now bid only 
items over $10,000. The President's Board Report would triple in size. 
At the present time we can call in to newspapers with bids. Under .the new 
bill, bids must be submitted in writing two weeks prior to the placement of 
an advertisement. There is a whole list of items like computers that will 
be very difficult to acquire. The bill establishes a review board that 
will require every year the submission of a 3-year computer buying plan. 
If anyone wanted something that was not on that list, it could not be purchased. 
There would be 21 additional annual reports generated. We would have to 
increase the staff in Purchasing by at least six. The Board of Governors 
is out. The University of Illinois has gone out on a limb in opposing 
this bill; and we are latching on to their coattails. The .Board of Regents 
staff is against this bill. It has been rumored that SIU has thrown in 
the towel, but he doubted this because they stood to lose too much. 
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There will be two meetings between the Board of Regents Staff and Mr. Cain 
the author of the bill, who is on the Legislative Audit Commission, and 
Rep~ Jim Keen, who sponsored the bill. 
Mr . Sessions asked what the arrangements that four-year institutions were 
to make with two-year institutions? Mr. Tuttle replied such arrangements 
would be about admissions, provisional standards, remediation, etc. 
Mr. Shulman commented that when he taught in Minnesota they had such a 
centralized system of procurement. It was chaos for the sciences that 
used any amount of commodities or equipment. One example was that the 
Biology Department ordered 3 dozen surgical scissors. ' St. Paul office 
changed the order to 3 dozen kindergarten scissors; and because of the 
Governor's re-allocation processes at the end of the fiscal year, the 
department did not receive anything. He thought that departments such 
as Agriculture, Biology, Chemistry, Physics, and any lab classes would 
suffer t remendously from such a bill. 
Mr. Lorber asked what the problem was that this bill was attempting to solve . 
Mr. Harden stated that the idea of centralizing things would make them cheaper 
to buy in quantities. That is not so when you get past a certain point. 
We buy now through the Illinois Education Consortium which is a group of ) 
universities. Commodities do not become cheaper after a certain point. 
Secondly, the public universities have had the right to use their own rules 
and regulations as far as purchasing. They are trying to force us into the 
same mold as other state agencies such as the Department of Transportation, 
and universities are not the same. It is a good way to solve some of the 
unemployment problems in Illinois. 
Mr. Watkins stated that it was his understanding from conversations with 
the Board Office that the IBHE has taken absolutely no position on this 
question and is not likely to. Dr. Tuttle is in a position to make a 
statement to the IBHE as a member of the Faculty Advisory Committee. 
Presidents of the universities do not have any input of a direct nature. 
We are not asked to speak at meetings, and they would prefer that we do not 
speak. Irrespective of any stand that the BHE might take, he suspected that 
something might happen, which would make it difficult for schools to obtain 
the instructional materials they needed . He hoped that Dr. Tuttle could 
take a stand against this bill on the Advisory Committee and encourage them 
to lobby against this. 
The Chair thanked Dr. Tuttle for his remarks and initiated voting for the 
Panel of Ten Election. 
Vice Chairperson's Remarks 
Mr. Semlow announced that there were still openings on external committees. 
He encouraged senators to pass the word on to i n terested students . 
Student Body President's Remarks 
Mr. Ritter ha d no remarks. 
XVIII-7 
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Administrators' Remarks 
Mr. Watkins had no remarks. 
Mr. Strand had no remarks. 
Mr. Gamsky had no remarks. 
Mr . Harden had no remarks. 
Mr. Shulman thanked President Watkins for turning the air conditioning back on. 
He hoped that the situation did not become so severe in the future. In a class 
of 250 people where the temperature was 92 degrees, they had students becoming 
ill and passing out from the heat~ There are differences in ventilation 
requirements for buildings that contain chemistry and biology laboratories. 
It is very difficult to teach classes with no ventilation. He suggested that 
if the money needed to be saved, the heat be turned off in the winter, because 
people could at least put coats on. 
Mr. Watkins replied that when it became apparent that the weather was not going 
to cooperate, the air conditioning was turned back on. 
Action Items 
1. Administrative Selection Committee Chairperson Panel Election (Panel of Ten) 
The Academic Senate elected the following members of the Administrative Selection 
Committee Chairperson Panel (Panel of Ten) : 
Peg Balbach, Agriculture 
James Boitos, Music 
Glenn Grever, English 
David MacDonald, History 
Bernard J. McCarney, Economics 
Jeanne B. Morris, Curro & Instruction 
Anne E. Nolte, Health Sciences 
Robert K. Ritt, Mathematics 
Stephen E. Rosenbaum, Philosophy 
George E. Tuttle, Communication. 
2. Rules Committee Recommendations (9.5.86.11) 
Ms. Roof moved the approval of the Rules Committee Recommendations for 
replacements on senate external committees (Second, Newby). The following 
appointments were made: 
SCERB UNIVERSITY HEARING PANEL 
Ming-Gon John Lian, S.E.D. 1988 Term 
Eric S. Johnson, Geography-Geo. 1988 Term 
UNIVERSITY FORUM 
Paul Dohrmann, HPERD 1987 Term 
STUDENT CENTER PROGRAMMING BOARD 
Leohard Me yers , ACS (Alternate) 
XVIII-8 
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3. Student Appointments to External Committees (9.16.86.1 and 9.23.86.1) 
Mr. Semlow moved approval of the student appointments to external committees 
as outlined in letters 9.16.86 . 1 and 9.23.86.1. (Second, Wagner). Motion 
carried on a voice vote. Appointments are as follows: 
ACADEMIC STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
Lisa Hrdlicka 
Rob Oberg 
COUNCIL FOR TEACHER EDUCATION 
Jan D. McCoy 
Marci J. Barrington 
Mary Beth Ulrich 
Andrea Davison 
COUNCIL ON UNIVERSITY STUDIES 
Sarah Ferry 
Sherry Semlow 
Michael Legan 
Yvonne M. Johnson 
FACILITIES PLANNING COMMITTEE 
Patti Meyer, Graduate Student 
Jeff Zuspann 
Paul McMahon 
Bradley Morris 
HONORS COUNCIL 
Jennifer Watson 
LIBRARY COMMITTEE 
Jennifer E. House, Graduate Student 
Todd King 
will Teeter 
REINSTATEMENT COMMITTEE 
Cynthia Geier 
Jill Jackson 
Pete Cullotta 
UNIVERSITY CURRICULUM COMMITTEE 
Julie Green 
Ed Kristof 
) 
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Information Item 
Proposed Subdivision of a Degree Major: . Master's of Mathematics; Sequence 
In Mathematics Education. (9.11.86.6) 
Ms. Mills, Chair of the Academic Affairs Committee, introduced the 
Proposed Subdivision of a Degree Major: Master's of Mathematics; Sequence 
In Mathematics Education. Her committee had met on September 3, 1986, 
and voted to recommend this proposal to the Senate for approval. This 
vote followed several meetings of the committee, a request to the Math 
Department for a revision of this proposal with which they complied, 
and ample opportunities for all interested parties to express their views. 
The committee attempted to gather as much information as possible. The 
proposal formalizes into a sequence a group of courses currently offered 
by the Math Department and replaces a concentration that was already 
being offered. The students may elect one of two options (32 hours) 
with a thesis or comprehensive examination, or a 39 hour option. The 
rationale for the proposal was in response to needs expressed by students 
for a program that offered a specialized concentration in mathematics. 
Mr. Feaster asked why there was a need for a new proposal when the changes 
that are necessary could be made within the existing system: the coopera-
tion that now exists between the Math Department and the C&I Department. 
Ms. Mills stated that the committee felt these were two different programs . 
. There are still more math courses available than are required in the present 
program. There is no formal statement that indicates that there is an 
option . 
Mr. Feaster asked if it would not be possible to re-write those sections 
of the graduate catalog or to re-vamp the processes within the Curriculum 
and Instruction Department to correct the faults. 
Ms. Mills said that the committee felt these two programs would appeal to 
different audiences. 
Ms. Getsi read from the Graduate Catalogs 
that the program had been rewritten. The 
was . to exclude the up to 24 hour option. 
after that it did not. This was one of 
ment brought forth this proposal. 
1984-85 and 1985-86. She stated 
way it was rewritten in 1985-86 
Before that the option did--
the reasons that the Math Depart-
Mr. Lorber stated that the former chair of the Curriculum & Instruction Dept. 
Dorothy Franks, as far back as April 14, 1986, sent a letter to Dr. Randall 
Charles in the Math Department a letter in which she very clearly specified 
that the situation is not as it is being reported. That in fact the options 
are still as they always have been, and that it is indeed possible for a 
student enrolled in the C&I Masters program to take up to 24 hours of courses 
outside of our department, in this case e i ther directly from the Math Depart-
ment or related to mathematics . That option still exists. It has always 
been in practice, and it is demonstrated by the various plans of study that 
have been distributed to senators. In answer to a point about the substance 
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of some of the math courses on these plans of study, the C&I department 
has always been willing to participate in joint advisement with the Math 
Department. Therefore, many of the courses students take are done with 
the full knowledge of the math department. The point under consideration 
is can the students take the sequence of courses proposed by the Math Dept. 
in the existing C&I Master's Program, and the answer is an unequivocal "YES". 
Mr . Belknap asked about certification. If 18 hours is the requirement for 
certification for grades six through eight, the existing concentration for 
C&I, does it or does it not meet that certification requirement. Dr. Baxley, 
Chair of Curriculum and Instruction, answered "Yes". 
Mr . Spence stated that there seemed to be quite a bit of disagreement about 
what the C&I program is'. The information in the proposal was presented to 
the Academic Affairs Committee in May by representatives of the C&I department, 
including the chair of the department. The numbers given to us indicate that 
it is hot possible to take . up to 21 hours in the C&I program. Suddenly, we 
are told that the information presented in May no longer holds true. It is 
very hard to find any description of what the C&I program is. They have 
previously told the Academic Affairs Committee that their catalog description 
is not accurate; that the advising sheets they use do not accurately describe 
the program (At the May meeting the C&I Department was asked to destroy their 
advising sheets and replace them with something which more accurately represented 
the program which they claimed exists.) If we look at last year's academic pJan 
which involved the College of Education, we find in the description of the C( 
program nothing that seemingly showed consistence or shed light on this problem, 
the numbers of hours' available to students outside the College of Education. 
The program seems to be in a state of flux that has changed from May to Sept. 
Regarding the programs that were presented in the letter to senators, all of these 
programs are programs of students enrolled in a non-existent degree program. 
The programs described here are "Elementary Education". There is no longer 
any such degree at Illinois State University. That degree was abandoned 
at the r~quest of the Board of Regents. Our claim is that there is no 
evidence whatsoever that students have obtained more than the number of hours 
in the proposal under the new degree program. We are not questioning what 
could be done under the old program. We acknowledge that under the old program 
it was possible to obtain up to 24 hours in math. The question is whether 
this can be done under the new program. There seems to be nothing in writing . 
And no evidence that would support the contention that the 24 hours are indeed 
possible. 
Mr. Lorber stated that there was a need for clarification in the catalog. 
This will be done. On page 94 of the current catalog there is a statement 
that "Special program alternatives are available for those students who wish 
to declare special career interests in multicultural education and/or specific 
teaching fields." That variation was the one that Dr. Franks addressed in April . 
The point is that students can and do have the option of selecting up to 24 
semester hours outside our department. The purpose for that flexibility was 
to allow students to take ad~ntage \if the many fine instructors in other 
departments, rather than tryAall'~~e ~parate instructional focuses. 
As a consequence of that flexibility, they are turning around and fighting us 
The central point to keep in mind is that there is an option for students to 
take those same courses that are being proposed as a separate sequence within 
the existing C&I Master's Program. That has always been an option and as 
Dr . Baxley assured you, will continue to be an option. The catalog will be 
clari fied . 
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Mr. Spence asked what the current breakdown by area came from in their 
program which was subdivided into four areas: Area I, Area II, Area III, 
and Area IV. Which area allowed for courses outside of education; par-
ticularly in the area of mathematics; would allow for up to 24 hours? 
Mr . Lorber said that the program was divided into four basic areas. The 
first was a Core of Basic Studies (12 hours) • Another 12 hour block of 
Special Techniques is suggested in which courses are listed. Substitutions 
are allowed in this area . Another 12 hour block allows for electives. 
A student could choose to substitute the courses he wished to take. 
Mr. Spence asked if it was Areas II and III in which the hours outside of 
C&I could be taken. There was nothing unique about Mathematics, and any 
student in the C&I program could pursue up to 24 hours in a ,specialized 
career. Mr. Lorber answered that this would take place with joint advise-
ment . An advisor from C&I and an advisor from another department would 
need to confer and approve the courses. 
Mr. Spence asked about the nature of Area II, Special Techniques, which presents 
the planning of e~ucational objectives, implementation of programs, use of 
instructional strategies, and implications of research and evaluation of 
pupil output. He presumed that it would not be possible to meet that objec-
tive with courses of specific content--the courses involved here would be 
pedagogically oriented courses. Mr. Lorber thought it would not be possible 
to substitute pure mathematics courses for these special techniques courses. 
The intent of the Ma~ters degree in C&I is to prepare teachers. If a person 
was going into math education, he could substitute math education courses. 
I t would not be appropriate to substitute 24 hours of pure mathematics. 
Ms . Blackwell asked if there were o n l y two 12 hour blocks . Mr. Lorber said 
there were actually three areas with 12 hour blocks: Basic Studies; Special 
Techniques; and Directed Electives. Ms. Blackwell asked where the substitu-
tions would come in and if he had an example of such a substitution. Mr. 
Lorber said in the area of special techniques such classes as Curriculum in 
Jr. High and Classical Functions in Jr. High were recommended. If however, 
a tea,cher is intending to go into a specific area and felt that special 
techniques in his particular area would be more beneficial, then through a 
process of joint advisement such courses could be chosen. That is the area 
in the catalogtis not clear. The C&I Department intended to straighten it out. 
","",+ ' . 
Mr. Belknap asked about the qualitative aspect of joint advisement. How is 
it followed up and monitored? Could the student get by without this joint 
advisement? Mr. Lorber said that as an advisor to graduate students he would 
recommend that they follow the plan that is laid out. If a student says he 
really wants to go into Math Education, an advisor from Math would be called 
in to help plan a program for the student. Mr. Belknap clarified that it 
was the faculty member in C&I who arranged for the advisement. Mr. Lorber 
answered that the student and the advisors met together. 
Mr. Kirchner asked C&I if it was possible for a student to take up to 24 hours 
in Mathematics, what was the minimum amount of courses to take in Mathematics. 
Mr. Lorber said there was no minimum amount in Math. This was a degree in 
Curriculum & Instruction . They tried to p r ovid e t he flex i bil i t y f or students 
t o meet their career goals . 
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Mr. Kirchner asked if they could only take one or two courses and still be 
qualified to teach higher math. Mr. Lorber said if a student wanted to 
teach higher mathematics and selects only a few courses, it would probably 
only be workable if the person came to them with a degree in Mathematics. 
Mr. Kirchner asked if then there was not a significant difference between 
what was being proposed and what already exists? Mr. Lorber answered, no, 
because students have the option to take that number of courses that would 
be equal to those proposed in the Math sequence. C&I did not require them, 
but the option was open to them, within the existing C&I program. 
Mr. Feaster stated that this program is currently being conducted through 
the C&I department, as were history, chemistry, and other programs. If 
the Math Department has the right to pullout of this program, doesn't this 
set a dangerous precedent that anytime some program becomes discouraged with 
C&I that they can "pick up the ball and go home". He thought it was a 
dangerous precedent being set which seemed almost secessionist. 
Ms. Mills said no one on the committee said "This is right " or This is wrong". 
They considered what was already available, and what the new proposal makes 
available. There may be more students attracted to the C&I program; or 
there may be more students who choose the Mathematics program. The committee 
felt that the two programs would appeal to different audiences. These are two 
different options. 
Mr . Lesch referred to the bottom of page 5 where i t stated how inadequate the 
current program was: "For this reason, many of these potential candidates 
for a Master's degree from ISU have stopped taking classes from ISU, and some 
are looking elsewhere for a Master's degree." How many people are we talking 
about here? How deep is the need? How bad is the current situation? Are 
we talking about 1 person, 10 persons, 50 persons, how many? 
Mr. Otto, Chairperson of the Math Department, answered that the reference on 
page 5 was based upon the past three to four summers in which they had offered 
math courses for elementary and junior high school teachers. About four or 
five years ago students indicated that they would rather take a program with 
more courses involved in math education. They wanted a degree labeled 
Mathematics Education, becuase they could see a need for this type of teaching 
in the future. A number of students continuously have brought this up. 
A third to ~ of the students in our institutes want a degree in Math Education. 
Mr. Lesch asked how many were dropping out .of courses, refusing to come to ISU, 
transferring? How many are we losing? Mr. Otto said approximately 25%. 
Mr . Lesch asked how many students· this represented. Mr. Otto replied about 
40-50 students over a two year period. The entire program numbered approximately 
100 students. Mr. Lesch asked how long the "soft money " continue? Mr. Otto 
said it was not soft money. Mr. Lesch said NSF funds were not permanent. 
Mr. Otto said the use of the NSF funds were not connected solely to this program. 
Mr. Lesch said on page 8 under "Expec ted impac£ 'of the proposal on existing 
campus programs ... The proposed sequence should have minimal impact on 
existing MS programs other than the MS in C&I. Its effect on the latter program is 
unclear." What would these effects be in terms of additional secti ons, 
additional students served, in terms of demands generated ? Mr . Otto said 
that students would prefer either one program or another. The needs of 
students change . Some students change the i r ma j ors three or four times . 
) 
-11-
Mr. Lesch asked how many students this program would siphon off. • Mr. Otto 
did not know. He predicted that for every student siphoned off, another 
would decide that Mathematics Education was not what he wanted and go into 
C&I. They based this prediction on other math programs. Students come in 
who do not know whether they want to major in Math or Applied Computer Science. 
Sometimes they change their major three to four times. Both programs should 
have an increase. When students perceive two programs that give them a choice, 
they have a much more attractive environment. 
Mr. Lesch asked if Curriculum & Instruction could answer these questions. 
How deep is the need? How bad is the current situation (page 5)? What 
will the impact be on C&I department? How many people are we losing through 
people transferring, etc. What will the impact be in the number of sections 
lost or students lost? What will the impact be in future years? 
Mr. Lorber did not know. Insofar as proposed changes in the department, 
they make changes currently based on the Board of Regents review. They 
continually try to improve their programs. They welcome comments about 
their programs from students and advisors. To date they had not had any 
negative feedback from students or faculty concerning the advisement or 
nature of courses. In terms of the k~nd of impact this may have, he did 
not have an answer. 
Mr. Spence questioned C&I representatives concerning the Jr. High and Middle 
School Sequence. In looking through the catalog it would appear that the 
basic courses required: 403, 439, 476, are courses required also in elementary 
and secondary sequences. Where are the . courses that pertain specifically to 
the Junior High and Middle School courses? Mr. Lorber said they were found 
in Area II, and could be substituted by joint advisement. Mr. Spence asked 
if; the distinctly Jr. High and Middle School area would be Area II, where the 
Math substitutions would also occur . Mr . Lorber answered, Yes. 
Mr . Spence responded to earlier questions. In response to advisement question, 
the Math Department does have input into the advisement program, they are 
consulted, but the bottom line is that the C&I Department does the advising. 
If Math wants X and C&I wants Y, C&I gets their way. Under the C&I program 
in the sciences, what happens to the student who wants to write a thesis? 
The thesis director must be from the C&I department. If a student wants 
to write a thesis on Mathematics Education, he would have an advisor from C&I, 
who was not a mathematics educator. The same kind of question pertains to 
Comprehensive Examinations. None of the examini ng would be done by persons 
in the Mathematics Department where all ~e expertise in this area lies. 
He responded to comments frOm Sen. ~. ~ The Mathematics Department is 
not trying to pullout of the C&I program. That was false. They would be 
happy to see the C&I program continue. Their contention was that there 
should be two programs -- with distinctly different focuses that allow a 
student the option to choose between them. The C&I position is that 24 hours 
of; mathematics is enough -- that there should not be an option for a student 
to take more than 2 4 hours of mathematics. We say that that is inconsistent 
with c~lls from schools of education for more training for people in subject 
matter areas, such as Mathematics. In regard to the impact on C&I, it is fair 
to say that we don't know. Neither the Math or C&I departments can tell you. 
For many years we have been running secondary programs at the Masters level 
that co-exist qui te well. We t rain peopl e who wan t a sub j ect matter area content . 
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C&I trains people who want a general pedagogical content. These programs 
exist and have been running for a long time. The only new aspect is that 
we are trying to extend that option to students at an junior high and middle 
school level. As to whether or not the programs are identical, no, they 
are .not. He did not see how they could possibly be viewed as being identical. 
In the C&I program up to 24 hours could be taken in Mathematics. Of these 12 
hours in Area II,~ must be courses involving pedagogy. That means that out 
of 24 possible maximum hours, .m~fU!3 the lil ; lanu- only 12 hours of mathematical 
content courses ~ could be elected. If the program is weak in content courses, 
it is the nature of the program, not the nature of the advisement. The proposed 
Math Education program requires 30 hours of mathematics. If the 39 hour option 
is selected, 39 hours of math can be allowed, with as many as 30 hours of mathe-
matical content. We are comparing a program which allows a maximum of 12 hours 
of mathematical content with a program that allows 30 hours of math content. 
These programs are not identical. 
Mr. Lorber said on. page 8 of the proposal shows that many of the courses listed 
were pedagogy courses. They are saying that Math pedagogy is better than 
general pedagogy. We are not arguing that people should not be better 
prepared in Math content. We are arguing that it would be improbable for 
a person to take 39 hours of pure mathematics and be able to go out and teach 
in the public schools, they do need methods courses, and general methods courses. 
A math teacher is part of a faculty and needs general curriculum courses as well. 
C&I offers the option to elect a variety of courses. 
Mr. Sessions was concerned about a compelling need for this program. He saw 
an expression of student interest, frustration expressed by students that 
enthusiasm found in a special summer program lacked followup, but did not 
see a need stated referring to state licensing, or certification, or special 
association guidelines. Is this a clear and present need? 
Mr . Spence yielded to John Dossey, President of the National Council of 
Teachers of Mathematics, the largest group of Mathematics Educators in 
the United States of America. Mr. Dossey said several students are trying 
through the joint program at present to achieve a status that in their local 
district would allow them to be the mathematics specialist in their K-8 school 
district. Many are teachers in the Chicago suburban area. Many of these 
districts are appointing people as their staff leader in mathematics. In 
addition, they would like these teachers to have a Masters in Mathematics. 
They are looking for a person with a degree in their content matter area, 
not a degree in education. There is a strong desire in teacher's employment 
areas for this type of degree. The second thing is that since 1983, there 
have been a rash of educational reforms, starting with "A Nation Adrift" and 
most recently "Carnegie Commission Report" and "Holmes Group Proposal" which 
all call for strong content-oriented teacher preparation. Our proposal pro-
vides the students with strong content courses. There have been recent 
changes with the recognition of teachers in the state of Illinois at the Jr. 
High School level. A particular 18 hours is required in specific content 
courses, and is causing many teachers who are already certified and who 
already have masters degrees in education, to return to school to achieve 
a second masters degree. Had they gotten a first masters degree in education 
at Illinois State, they could not take a second in that area; but they could 
take a second masters degree in mathematics. We have crossover teachers. 
Much of that shortage occurs at the junior high school level. Jr. High 
teachers who have held certification to teach high school have been siphoned 
off in districts to teach at the high school level leaving a vacuum at the 
junior high school level. Our program would allow teachers to take courses 
to meet the recently strengthened j unior high recognition standards in the State. 
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Mr. Lorber said that the C&I supports the contention that people need as much 
content that they can get. They had no argument with a Masters in Math. 
Insofar as taking more Math courses in the C&I Masters Program, he did not 
think the Math program would take 39 hours of pure mathematics, and exclude 
pedagogy courses. There has to be pedagogy in a Mathematics Education. 
He felt that what was being proposed already existed in the C&I Masters program. 
Ms. Blackwell asked if there were more students who wanted to be in applied 
mathematics than in the teaching of mathematics. Ms. Mills answered that 
they did not say there were more, just that these were different options 
which would attract different students. Ms. Blackwell asked if the Math 
Department was assuming that in a two-year period 50 students would change 
their major. 
Mr. Spence said they could not guess the future. Given the increasing 
emphasis in education on teachers at the elementary and junior high levels 
having the content area emphasis such as Mathematics, there is every reason 
to believe that the demand for this program in the future will increase. 
It is not possible to speculate what types of numbers we would have in a 
two-year period. 
Ms. Blackwell asked if they were trying to make two different programs? 
Mr. Spence said that was what this proposal was doing. It was providing another 
option besides the existing option of the degree in the C&I department. The 
other option being taking courses within the Mathematics Department, a blend 
of mathematics education, pedagogical courses, and mathematics ~ontent courses. 
They were trying to provide an option for students who wished a Mathematics 
Education degree. A description of the C&I Masters program reads: To provide 
each student with a broader knowledge base of individual competencies and to 
develop analytical thought through advanced study of educational concepts, 
theories and issues. Their program involves educational concepts, theories, 
and issues. Our program allows someone to specialize in the teaching of 
mathematics and the content of mathematics. Mathematics education has come 
to be recognized in the last twenty years as a distinct field. Many schools 
have separate programs in mathematics education. Every Big 10 university has 
distinct programs in mathematics education. Stanford, the University of 
California" at Berkeley, Florida State, The University of Maryland, the University 
Of Virginia, Columbia University, all have separate programs in Mathematics 
Education. ~.ome schools like the University of Georgia, and the University 
British Columbia, there are separate departments of Mathematics Education. 
This is recognized as a separate discipline, apart from general education, 
apart from mathematics. In our institution, math educators are housed in 
the Mathematics Department. This is a different program. 
Mr. Morreau asked if in the interest of interdisciplinary programming and 
collegiality, did the Math Department approach the C&I Department and try 
to modify this within the existing program. All I need is a Yes or No. 
Mr. Spence said they provided the College of Education with as much information 
about this program as they hada~~vided when <&'4 changed theirs in 1985. 
The Math Department contacted the Chair of C&I last October. C&I has not 
been friendly toward this proposal. What the Math Department was trying to 
do was provide an option that would only be available in the Math Department. 
That is where persons with expertise in Math Education reside. The bulk of 
I 
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the coursework is in the Department of Mathematics. If the bulk of the 
coursework is there, then the program should be housed there. Now we have 
a rather strange anomally, where students can elect over half their hours 
in one department, and that department's name never shows up on the student's 
transcript. 
Mr . Morreau asked again if a formal proposal had gone to the C&I Department 
with the suggested needs that were needed in these areas? 
Mr. Dossey answered that the proposal had gone to Dorothy Franks last October. 
Mr. Ken , Strand said that there were several people in the r ' dea~t w1.th regarding statistics in the past. He stated tha~o~ W1.th , whom , he had 
an 1.nstitutional research office that engaged in research in he un1.vers1.~y had 
occurrences, and that the university administration has shownPart t~ pred1.ct , future 
~cholarly work and evaluation. Accordingly'~ he was' concerned m~ch 1.nterest 1.n , 
1.n pred icting the future relative to the current it M about the lack of 1.nterest 
concerned that Mr. Lesch's questions about the coste:~ r. Strand was further 
sufficiently answered He asked if these q t ' a new program had not been 
. ues 1.ons would again be dire t d t h 
College of Education and the Mathematics Department M L h ceo t e 
. r. esc repeated: .•. 
Mr. Baxley, C&I Department Chair, stated that he had no evidence other than 
what had been presented this evening. He was new to the department, having 
only been here 48 working days. He did not feel he could respond. 
Mr. Lorber said he had no information. None of the students currently 
enrolled ih the program had expressed dissatification, and had no intent 
of leaving the program. 
Mr. Lesch asked how many students would want to get into this program? 
Mr. Dossey said they could attract approximatly 40 students in first two years. 
He thought they could do a quick survey and have some data in two weeks. 
Mr. Lesch asked what the impact would be on the number of. sections offered, etc. 
Mr. Baxley for C&I answered there would be a loss (decrease in students). 
He had no figures to back this up. 
Mr. Otto said there is room for growth without additional cost. Class sizes 
could easily be increased from 22 to 30. The summer school budget could 
absorb costs. He noted that the proposal was not asking for new funds. 
Mr. Ken Strand asked if the repurcussions of such a large-scale change had 
been thought out. 
Mr. Spence commented on Table 1, Page 8, of the proposal, pedagogical courses. 
Math 304 and 305 were content courses. All of the courses are taught by 
personnel within the department of Mathematics. 
Mr. Lorber submitted that titles such as Theories of Mathematics Learning; 
Instructional Strategies in Mathematics; Current Research in Mathematics 
are pedagogically oreinted courses. He said yo~ could take everyone of 
these under the existing C&I program. 
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Ms. Getsi for the Academic Affairs Committee answered Mr. Morreau's question. 
When the proposal came to Academic Affairs and even before that in the 
Graduate Council stage, much information from C&I was sought. The written 
information that was received their categorical response was that in the 
Middle School Sequence only 11 to 15 hours of mathematics could be taken. 
That was what we went on. That has since changed. 
Mr . Morreau had been concerned with the actual process of the proposal. 
Mr. Johnston asked if this sequence ever failed, would there be any communication 
between the two departments in the future. It seemed to him that the students 
were on the short end of the stick. He hoped this failure of communication 
could be resolved. 
Mr . Lorber assured the senate that the issue would be resolved and that he 
and Mr. Spence had been on the same side in other issues. This was in the 
category of professional disagreement. He thought that departmental commu-
nication would continue. The issues would be resolved by the Senate either 
in the support or lack of support of this proposal. However the issue came 
out, modifications would be made to see that students were well served, and 
not be caught in the middle of a turf battle. 
Mr. Spence said this was not merely a failure in communication. The issue 
was whether or not there should be another option for students, an alternative 
to an existing program which provides students another option of taking course 
work in mathematics content and math pedagogy related specifically teaching 
mathematics as opposed requiring course work in general education which is the 
C&I program. These are separate programs. Believe the committees that have 
worked on this. The program has been reviewed by the Graduate Curriculum 
Committee and the Academic Affairs Committee. These issues have been thrashed 
through in both these committees. Commi ttee structure should be preserved. 
Mr. Johnston repeated his question if this issue fails, can something be worked 
out? 
Mr. Otto said if it failed, students would not have the option to take up to 39 hours 
in mathematics education. Students would be restricted in the C&I program to 
24 hours. If it fails, students would be deprived of receiving a Masters in 
Mathematics Education if they chose. 
Mr. Feaster asked if the Budget Committee of the Senate would not consider 
this proposal. Ms. Mills said that this proposal was sent to them. 
Mr . Belknap asked what the result of the Graduate Council consideration of 
this matter was. Mr. Spence had the minutes of the April 10, 1986, 
Graduate Council meeting. There were 13 members present, the proposal 
pass unanimously, with one abstention. At the Academic Affairs Committee 
meeting of September 3, 1986, the proposal passed with one negative vote, 
and one abstention. 
XVIII-9 
-16-
Committee Reports 
Academic Affairs Committee - No report. 
Administrative Affairs Committee - No report. 
Budget Committee - Mr. Ramsey reported a brief meeting tonight after Senate. 
Faculty Affairs Committee - No report; 
Rules Committee - No report. 
Student Affairs Committee - No report. 
Communications - None. 
Mr. Semlow moved to adjourn. (Second, Thiel). Motion carried on a voice 
vote. Meeting of the Academic Senate adjourned at 9:25 p.m. 
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